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Dear Sir: 

RESPONSE 

This response requests reconsideration of the rejection contained in the Office Action 
mailed on October 6, 2006. 

Status of this application 

. Claims 1-13 amd 15-22 are pending. 

In the Office Action mailed on October 5 7 2006, the Examiner rejected all of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis et al. U.S. Patent 6,61 1,815 (hereinafter 
"Lewis") in view of Haskins U.S. Patent 6,064,969 (hereinafter "Haskins"). 

Overview of this Response 

The outstanding Office Action repeated the comparison of the rejected claims with Lewis 
that was contained in the prior rejection mailed on June 15, 2006, indicating that applicants' 
previously submitted remarks in response to that rejection were considered to be moot in view of 
the new grounds of rejection based on Lewis taken with Haskins. But much of applicant's prior 
response explained that the Examiner's prior reliance on Lewis as teaching numerous claimed 



1 

PAGE 2/12 * RCVD AT 10/1912006 12:26:23 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVRiUSPTO-EFXRF-3/14 * DNIS:2738300 * CS!D: 1 -508-629-6540 CCALL * DURATION (mm-ss):04-20 



